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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL

March 24, 2008

[RECEWED &INSPECTED !

APR 0 1 2008
FCc-

Marlene H. Dortch

Office of the Secretary }
Federal Communications Commission

445 12'" Street, S.W.

Suite TW-A325

Washington, D.C. 20554

MAILROOM

e o 7 W=

>'Re: WG Docket Nos 07-243, 07-244; FCC Docket No. 07-188, Telephone Number
Requirements for IP—EnabIed Services Providers; Local Number Portability
Porting Interval and Validation Requirements

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Enclosed please find the Connecticut Department of Public Utility Control's
comments filed in response to the Federal Communications Commission’s
(Commission) Notice of Proposed Rulemaking adopted by the Commission on October
31, 2007.

Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL

Soiiie & foctbar o

Louise Rickard
Acting Executive Secretary
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 GBMWMENTS OF THE CONNECTICUT
DEI:&?TMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL

The Connecticut Departmerit,gf Bublic Uiﬂity Control (CTDPUC) hereby submits
the following comments in response fo the Federal Communications Commission’s
'(Qomm'issifont)d N@,tlceqef Pr?pesed Rulemakmg (NPRM) adopted by the Commission on
October 31, 2007 in the @beve neted proceedings. In the NPRM, the Commission

seeks comment on whether it should extend other numbering-related obligations to

interconnected Voice over. the Internet ProtocoJ (VolIP) providers and other |P-enabled o

prowders The Cemmlse‘.l@;ﬂ{also seeks .comments regarding whether it should adopt

;spemfu,ctrulesgregardn gﬁgthé}llocalqnumber portability (LNP) validation process and porting

interval lengths.
A.  LNP REQUIREMENTS

The CTDPUC believes that the Commission’s Part 52 rules and requirements
should be imposed -equally--on all entities obtaining numbering resources directly from
the North American Numbering “ Plan Administrator (NANPA) or the Pooling
Administrator (PA). Many:.of the VolP and other IP-enabled service providers using
telep‘home-numbeﬁingﬁreso@igaces do net receive their numbers directly from the NANPA
or fhe National Pooiing-Adfinistrator. Instead, they are allocated to those proﬁdere as
customers of Commission-licensed or State-certificated carriers. For example, when a
block of one-thousand numbers is transferred from the competitive local exchange
carrier (CLEC) to a VoIP -er IP-enabled provider customer, the CLEC considers this

blqek; of assigned numbers :as being 100% utilized even though it doee not regard it as a

.block-of subScribers. or @egess ines.in service. Thus, the total assigned telephone

numbers.. and utilizalipn yrafes .increase while CLEC subscribership decreases.
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~ Consequently, VoIP and*other 1P-enabled providers should be subject to the same
obligations as other providers to include;- but not be limited to, requiring periodic

reporting on the usage of numbering resources, and utilization and months-to-exhaust

standards for obtaining new fnumbeﬁng resources.

The Comml,sslmn «hasg,delegate‘d numbenng administration authority to the states.
The CTDPUC belleﬁ/es that“such deleéatlon has created an efficient and manageable
system for rewewmg telephone numberlng resources and avallablllty This delegation
of authority also permlg € eac h state oommISSI@n to assess service prowder-s
applicatignsifor numbermg“;reseurcesgand;te verify that they are in compliance with state

. B
and Federal requirements. In the opinion of the CTDPUC, the states should also be

permitted to impose on VolP and iP-enabIed service providers the same obligations
currently-imposed on tvaditién‘alacarrfers seeking numbering resources. In particular, the
states should have the authority tdl address any issues resulting from the inefficient
number assignment and use, accelerated area code exhaust, and delayed or incorrect
number ports between service providers relative to VolP and IP-enabled service
providers. Clearly, it would be prudent for the Commission to continue delegatlng these
m i 2 ﬁ!m%n"‘_“ﬁ%"fﬁi“s@g;‘fﬁ_esﬁéwtheﬁlndIVIdual state commissions.

B. ) “"‘P;)RTIvNG INTERVALS "

The CTDPUC also supportsvl the Commission’s efforts to reduce the porting
interval for wireline-to-wireline and intermodal simple port requests from the current four
day interval to 48 hours. However, the CTDPUC suggests that this time interval be
reviewed at a-ater date 'Wiiﬁhr.jp,es:S*ib‘iilit«y of further reducing the porting interval to one

business day as;gofiditionsiwarant.




As the Commissioh i§ aware, the current porting interval has been in place for

almost 10 years and that the use of electronlc interfaces has made it technically feasible
to complete :simple ports | between wrrellne servrce providers on a next-day basis. The

|

CTDPUC notes that p"erteing betwe”e‘n wireless service providers is typically

e “.‘?;i.' g8 el ,mplrshed wdhm;;ty,v, Cf -*h“ajwﬁhg 3ﬁfrs usmg the same industry database that is
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Eléss £ &ervice providers’ porting time interval,

‘d for wiréline portrng in ‘Ilght of mthé“ 1

it is not unreasonable to expect the wireline. industr-y to shorten its porting time interval
s -for srmple ports %@CT&@
lsqp‘yarl;ag”% g{g%

existing numbers to competlng service providers.  Accordingly, the CTDPUC

"{thatuge.ervrce provrders are competltlvelyu

él when not permitted to promptly transfer
&, A

recommends that.at a mlnrmum, theqportlng interval for simple ports be initially reduced
*g, . 1048 hours :andt(er\zentuallyﬁteka he busmess'daya interval when requested by electronic
.; interface.
C. CONCLUSION
The CTDPUC contifues to stpport the Commission’s efforts in resolving the

number portlng outlined in its NPRM The CTDPUC believes that adoption of its
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comments quI |ead to “an equ1tab|e extension of the Commission’s numbering
obligations on all carriers seeking access to numbering resources.

Respectfully submitted,

CONNECTICUT DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC UTILITY €ONTROL

Donald W. Downes
Chairman

John \@I lgtkg kl,\ i
Vlce-@halrmé’n’

A‘nneasip. George
Commissioner

Anthony J. Palermino
Commissioner

Mareh 24, 20608 ' Connetticut Department of
Public Utility Control
Ten Franklin Square
New Britain, CT 06051
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